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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above Is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communlcation(s) filed on 25 February 2002 , 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1 - 34 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim{s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) J is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim{s) 1*34 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

&)□ Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing{s) filed on 25 February 2002 is/are: a)S accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-34 have been examined. Qaims 1-34 have been rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out 
his invention. 

2.1. Claims 1, 17 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it 
is most nearly cormected, to make and/ or use the invention. The claims recite, "an audio/ visual 
apparatus coupled to the rendering circuit and the emulation circuit." The specification clearly 
describes an audio/ visual device subsystem coupled to a rendering circuit and an emulation circuit 
(figure 3A, element 200), but not an "audio/ visual apparatus coupled to the rendering circuit and the 
emulation circuit". The claim would be enabled if the audio/ visual apparatus were modified to be an 
audio/ visual device subsystem (figure 3A, element 200). For the purpose of claim examination, the 
phrase, "an audio/ visual apparatus coupled to the rendering circuit and the emulation circuit", is 
interpreted as, "an audio/ visual device subsystem coupled to the rendering circuit and the emulation 
circuit." 

2.2. Claims 9 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The claims 
describe storing information on the memory of the audio/visual apparatus, which is not described in 
the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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3.1. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.SC 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. The claims recite: 

3.1.1. wherein the stored instruction sequences cause the processor to 

3.1.1.1. (a) retrieve ii\formation stored in one of said memory of said audio/ visual 
apparatus or said memory of said computer; 

3.1.1.2. (b) forward said iirformation to said rendering circuit for processing; 

3.1.1.3. (c) forward said processed information to said display; 

3.1.1.4. (d) display the processed information. 

3.1.2. The claims fail to interrelate essential elements of the invention as defined in the 
specification. In step (c), the rendering circuit forwards the processed information to the display. 
In step (d), the display device displays the processed information. For the purpose of claim 
examination, the preceding section of the claim is interpreted as: 

3.1.2.1. wherein the stored instruction sequences cause the processor to 

3.1.2.1.1. retrieve information stored in one of said memory of said audio/ visual 
apparatus or said memory of said computer; 

3.1.2.1.2. forward said information to said rendering circuit for processing, 
wherein said rendering circuit forwards the processed information to the display, and 
wherein the display displays the processed information. 

3.2. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. The claims recite: 

3.2.1. wherein the stored instruction sequences cause the processor to 

3.2.1.1. (a) emulate one of said audio/ visual apparatus or said computer by retrieving 
information stored in one of said memory of said audio/ visual apparatus or said memory of 
said computer; 
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3.2.1.2. (b) forward said information to said rendering circuit for processing; 

3.2.1.3. (c) forward said processed information to said display; 

3.2.1.4. (d) display the processed information. 

3.2.2. The claims fail to interrelate essential elements of the invention as defined in the 
specification. In step (c), the specifications appear to describe that the rendering circuit forwards 
the processed information to the display. In step (d), the specifications appear to describe that 
the display device displays the processed information. For the purpose of claim examination, the 
preceding section of the claim is interpreted as: 

3.2.3. wherein the stored instruction sequences cause the processor to 

3.2.3.1. emulate one of said audio/ visual apparatus or said computer by retrieving 
information stored in one of said memory of said audio/ visual apparatus or said memory of 
said computer; 

3.2.3.2. forward said information to said rendering circuit for processing, wherein said 
rendering circuit forwards the processed information to the display, and wherein the display 
displays the processed information. 

3.3. Claim 17 is rejected imder 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distihctiy claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. The claim recites, "said memory of said audio/ visual apparatus." The phrase "said 
memory" lacks antecedent basis. For the purpose of claim examination, the phrase "said memor/' is 
interpreted as "a memory." 

3.4. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. The claim recites, "the system of claim 34." This is self-referential, rendering it unclear to 
the Examiner. For the purpose of claim examination, the phrase, "the system of claim 34" is 
interpreted as "the system of claim 33." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections 
set forth in this Office action: 
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A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



5. Claims 1, 17 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Capps (U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number US 2002/082730) in view of common knowledge in the art at the 
time of invention. 

5.1. Capps teaches: 

5.1.1. Regarding claim 1: An audio/ visual system coupled to a computer (figure 1, elements 
20 and 65; it would have been obvious that element 20 was an audio/visual system), said 
computer having at least one memory (figure 1, element 65). 

5.1.2. Regarding claim 17: A method for providing network cormectivity (figure 1, elements 
68, 66, 64, 67, 69; and paragraphs 7 and 33) in an audio/ visual system coupled to a computer 
(figure 1, element 20), said computer havirig at least one memory (figure 1, element 65). 

5.1.3. Regarding claim 33: an audio/ visual system for providing network cormectivity (figure 
1, elements 68, 66, 64, 67, 69; and paragraph 33), said audio/ visual system coupled to a computer 
(figure 1, element 65). 

5.1.4. Regarding claims 1, 17 and 33: 

5.1.5. An audio/visual system (figmre 1, elements 20 and 65; it would have been obvious that 
element 20 was an audio/visual system) comprising: 



5.1.5.1. 



a rendering circuit, said rendering circuit having a memory (figure 1, elements 



22, 30, and 64); 



5.1.5.2. an emulation circuit (figure 1, elements 22 and 30; and paragraphs 3 and 6) 
coupled to the rendering circuit, comprising: 



5.1.5.2.1. 



a memory for storing instruction sequences (figure 1, element 30); 



5.1.5.2.2. a processor coupled to said memory, the processor executes the stored 

instruction sequences (figure 1, elements 22 and 30); 
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5.1.5.3. an audio/ visual apparatus coupled to the rendering circuit and the emulation 
circuit, said audio/ visual apparatus having a memory (figure 1, elements 60, 42 and 44; and 
paragraph 32) ; 

5.1.5.4. wherein the stored instruction sequences cause the processor to (figure 1, 
elements 68, 66, 65, 67, 69, 60, 42 and 44; and paragraphs 6 and 39 and 50): 

5.1.5.4.1. retrieve information stored in one of said memory of said audio/visual 
apparatus or said memory of said computer; 

5.1.5.4.2. forward said information to said rendering circuit for processing; 

5.1.5.4.3. forward said processed information to said display; 
.5.1.5.4.4. display the processed information. 



5.2. Capps does not specifically teach: 

5.2.1. a display coupled to the rendering circuit; 

5.3. Official Notice is taken that it was common knowledge in the art at the time of invention to 
have a display coupled to a rendering circuit (such as a video monitor coupled to a computer 
audio/ visual system). The motivation would have been to provide a video display for the video 
output recited in Capps (paragraph 50). 

5.4. Regarding claims 2 and 18, Capps teaches: coupling the emulation circuit to a remote 
computer network (paragraph 33). 

5.5. Regarding claims 3 and 19, Capps teaches: the remote computer network is selected from a 
group consisting of: a global computer network, a local area network, and a wide area network 
(paragraph 33). 

5.6. Regarding claims 4 and 20, 

5.6.1. Capps teaches: the audio/ visual apparatus is selected from a group consisting of a digital 
versatile disk system (paragraph 50) and audio display (paragraph 50; and figure 1, elements 70 
and 72). 
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5.6.2. Capps does not specifically teach the audio/ visual apparatus is selected from a group 
consisting of a digital versatile disk system, a digital video cassette recorder, and audio display, 
and a television , 

5.6.3. Official Notice is taken that it was common knowledge in the art at the time of invention 
that an audio/ visual apparatus included a digital video cassette recorder and a television. The 
motivation would have been the benefit of a larger customer base by providing cormectivity with 
these common home devices. 

5.7. Regarding claims 5 and 11, Capps teaches: that the emulation system performs instructions 
to decompress information (paragraph 3; it would have been obvious that an MP3 file would need 
to be decompressed). 

5.8. Regarding claimis 6 and 22, Capps teaches: that the emulation system performs instructions 
to format the irrformation (paragraphs 3 and 31; it would have been obvious that the emulation 
system must format the information); 

5.9. Regarding claims 8 and 24, Capps teaches: determining if said information is stored in one of 
said memory of said audio/ visual apparatus or said memory of said computer; if so retrieving said 
information from one of said memory of said audio/visual apparatus or said memory of said 
computer, otherwise, retrieving said information from remote computer system (paragraphs 43 and 
33). 

5.10. Regarding claims 9 and 25, 

5.10.1. Capps does not specifically teach: 

5.10.1.1. storing information retrieved from said remote network on said memory of one 
of said audio/ visual apparatus or said computer, 

5.10.2. Official Notice is taken that it was common knowledge to the ordinary artisan at the time 
of invention to store audio/ visual information on a computer. The motivation would have been 
the benefit of retaining the audio/ visual information for future playback from a local, fast access, 
device. 

5.11. Regarding claim 34, Capp teaches that the emulation circuit is connected to a remote 
computer network, wherein said information may be retrieved by one of said audio/ visual apparatus 
or said computer from said remote computer network (paragraphs 33, 38 and39; and figure 1); 
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5.12. Therefore, as discussed above, it would have been obvious to the ordinary artisan at the time 
of invention to use common knowledge in the art with the art of Capp to produce the claimed 
inventions. 

6. Claims 7, 13, 23 and 29 are rejected under 35 U,S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Capps (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication Number US 2002/082730) and common knowledge in the art at the 
time of invention, in view of Putterman (Patent Application Publication US 2003/0135859). 

6.1. Regarding claims 7 and 23: Putterman teaches, packetizing said information for distribution 
to a home network system (paragraphs 41, 2, 3, 4 and 5). 

6.2. Regarding claims 13 and 29: Putterman teaches, that the audio/ visual apparatus is coupled 
to a network comprising a plurality of audio/ visual apparatus, and said information may be 
retrieved from one of said plurality of audio/ visual apparatus (paragraphs 2, 3, 4, and 5; and figure 
2) 

6.3. The motivation to use the art of Putterman with the art of Capps would have been the benefit 
recited in Putterman that the system provides a method to access multiple audio/ visual devices 
located on a home network (paragraphs 2, 3, 4 and 5). Therefore, as discussed above, it would have 
been obvious to the ordinary artisan at the time of invention to use the art of Putterman with the art 
of Capp to produce the claimed inventions. 

7. Claims 12 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Capps (U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number US 2002/082730) and common knowledge in the art at the time of 
invention, in view of Janik (Patent Application Publication US 2005/0113946). 

7.1. Janik teaches: 

7.1.1. A remote control, said remote control to issue a control signal that is converted by said 
audio/ visual system to a network command or retrieving said information (figure 1; and 
Abstract). 

7.1.2. The motivation to use the art of Janik with the art of Capps would have been the benefit 
recited in Janik that the system allows a user to control content that is stored on a computer from 
the audio/ visual system (paragraph 11). Therefore, as discussed above, it would have been 
obvious to the ordinary artisan at the time of invention to use the art of Janik with the art of Capp 
to produce the claimed inventions. 
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8. Claims 10 -11 and 26 - 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Capps (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication Number US 2002/082730) and common knowledge in the art at the 
time of invention, in view of Yang (Patent Application Publication US 2003/0110236). 

8.1. Yang teaches: 

8.1.1. Transcoding information retrieved from the remote network (figure 5; and paragraphs 
43, 93 and 95), and that the transcoding is performed by said computer (figure 5; and paragraphs 
43, 93 and 95). 

8.2. The motivation to use the art of Yang with the art of Capps would have been the benefit 
recited in Yang that the system provides generic multi-media content delivery (paragraph 10). 
Therefore, as discussed above, it would have been obvious to the ordinary artisan at the time of 
invention to use the art of Yang with the art of Capp to produce the claimed inventions. 

9. Claims 14 - 16 and 30 - 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Capps (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication Number US 2002/082730) and common knowledge in the art at the 
time of invention, in view of Tanenbaum (Tanenbaum, Andrew; "Computer Networks", 1996, Third 
Edition, Prentice-Hall). 

9.1. Regarding claims 14 and 30: Tanenbaum teaches that stored instruction sequences cause a 
processor to control data flow based on a parameter of a remote computer network (page 183, section 
3.1.4 Flow Control). 

9.2. Regarding claims 15 and 31: Tanenbaum teaches that the at least one parameter of a target 
device is a bandwidth of a target device (page 183, section 3.1.4 Flow Control). 

9.3. Regarding claims 16 and 32: Tanenbaum teaches that stored instruction sequences cause a 
processor to control data flow by providing a handshake protocol based on the bandwidth of the 
target device (page 183, section 3.1.4 Flow Control). 

9.4. The motivation to use the art of Tanenbaum with the art of Capps would have been the 
benefit recited in Tanenbaum that the flow control provides a solution to the problem of what to do 
when a sender systematically wants to send frames faster tiian a receiver could accept them. 
Therefore, as discussed above, it would have been obvious to the ordinary artisan at the time of 
invention to use the art of Tanenbaum with the art of Capp to produce the claimed inventions. 
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Conclusion 

10. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the references applied 
to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are 
representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to specific limitations within the individual 
claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in 
preparing responses, to fully consider the references in their entirety as potentially teaching all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the Examiner. 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to Russell L. Guill whose telephone number is 571-272-7955. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday 9:00 AM - 5:30 PM. 

12. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Leo 
Picard can be reached on 571-272-3749. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to 
the status of this application should be directed to the TC2100 Group Receptionist: 571-272-2100. 

13. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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